
OFFICIAL DOCUMENT.

PROPOSED RECONNAISSANCE OF THE SEAS
AROUND CHINA AND JAPAN.

The following Document was on Tuesday comniu

nicatod to the Senate by the Secretary of the
Navt, in reply to a resolution of that body:

Navy Dkpartmkkt, Apkil 5, 1852.
Sir j I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of

the Senate's resolution, adopted on the 22d ultimo, calling
upon "the Secretary of the Nary" to "communicate to
the Senate his opinion of the expediency of a reconnais¬
sance of the routes of navigation in the Northern seas, and
in the China and Japan seas, and whether any vessels be¬

longing to the service can be used for that purpose ; and,
also, what would be the expense ofsuch a reconnaissance."
So far as regards the expediency of the reconnaissance

referred to in the resolution, I find that the files of this

Department contain a carefully-prepared discussion of the
subject by the Superintendent of the National Observatory
of tie date of December 3d, 1851.confined, however, to
the value and importance of the whale fishery in the Ana¬
dir, Ochotsk, and Arctic seas, as the whaling grounds in
the regions about Behring's Straits are called, from which
I beg leave to furnish the following extracts:

44 In the summer of 1848, Captain Roys, of the whale
ship 44 Superior," penetrated the Aretic ocean, through
Behring's straits, and encountered in his adventurous pur¬
suit .all the dangers of an unknown and Polar sea. He
was successful in his enterprise, filling his ship with oil
in a few weeks. Influenced by the report which he brought
back, as to the abundance of whales, owners in the United
States fitted out a large fleet for those grounds, and, in
1849, Captain Roys was followed by one hundred and fifty-
four sail of whale ships, each vessel (6aid to be) worth on
the average, with her outfit, $30,000, and manned by
thirty able-bodied seamen each. This fleet took that sea¬
son 206,860 barrels whale oil, and 2,481,600 pounds of
bone.

" In the summer of 1850 there went up a whaling fleet
of one hundred and forty-four American vessels, manned
as above, and of a like average value. This fleet, in the
course of the few weeks left for their pursuits in those in¬
hospitable regions, took 243,680 barrels whale oil, and
3,654,000 pounds of bone.

" In the current year (1851) there went up a fleet of
about one hundred and forty-five American vessels; but
their returns have not been received; partial accounts of
wreck and disaster only have reached us. They are

startling.
44The lives and property at stake therefor the two

years for which we have complete returns may be thus
stated:
1849. Number of American seamen, 4,650.

Value of ships and outfits $£650,000
Value of oil taken 2,606,510
Value of bone .* 814,112

1850. Number of American seamen, 4,320.
Value of ships and outfits $4,320,000
Value of oil taken. 3,761,201
Value of bone 1,260,630
Total ships in two years 299
Total seamen 8,970
Value of ships and cargoes ; $17,412,453

The losses during the year 1851 have been unprece¬
dented, so tar as heard from. No less than seven sail of this
fine fleet of 1851, the Honqua, the New Bedford, the Ara¬
bella, the America, the Armata, the Mary Mitchell, and
the Henry Thompson, have been wrecked there and left
behind as monuments of the dangers which meet these
hardy mariners in their adventurous calling. There are
reports of other losses and wrecks: these are certain;
and though several of them were lost, not on shoals, but
otherwise, yet these are enough to tell of imperfect hy¬
drography, and to show the national importance of look¬
ing to it; for it may be so, that in case of loss in the ice,
the knowledge of a sheltered anchorage near>rand which
a survey would give, would have prevented the exposure
to the ice which induced the loss.

41 All our commerce with what is called ' the East' is
not so valuable as this was for 1849 and 1850.

44 We see by the above statistics that in these two years
more American seamen were engaged in that small dis- \
trict of ocean than are employed in our whole navr, at I
any one time; that in these two years these hardy mari- I
ners fished up from the bottom of the sea, and by their
own energy created and added to the national wealth, the /
value of more than eight millions of dollars. And we I
moreover see that, owing to the dangers of the land and
ice, the hidden rocks and unknown shoals, that one vessel
in every twenty that went therein during the summer of
1851 has been left behind a total wreck, and that the
lives of their crews, or of not less than one man for every
twenty engaged in that business, have been put in jeo¬
pard v, mostly for the want of proper charts. No protec¬
tion that our squadrons can at this moment give to our
commerce with any of the States of Christendom can

compare with that which a good chart of that part of the
ocean would afford to this nursery of American seamen,
and to this branch of national industry.

that in lat. G4°15'N., long. 178° W, Captain
Middleton, of the barque ' Tenedoi,' pf New London, dis
covered a shoal having only eight feet water on it, aid
was two acres in extent. That the ship 4 Ajax,' of Havre
was lost on a rock south of the Isle of St. Lawrence ten
miles from land. That . the entire fleet of whalemen in
the Arctic ocean complain much that charts are wrong.
That the coast is l^dly explored, but little known,'&c.
1 hat ' several of our vessels have been near being wrecked
by unexpectedly making land or rocks under the bows at
night. That they have found in the Arctic Circle low
sand-spits, extending five or tix miles out. That also ' in
Ochotsk sea there are hidden dangers.' That ' the Hon¬
qua, in 1851, was totally wrecked on a sunken rock in
that sea.

''1 *!*> informed that «the Indians are very
friendly; that they wanted to trade ; that the whalemen
frequently went on shore,' Ac. That 'Captain Taylor
brought specimens of ores of metals from the Arctic
shore}' that 'he obtained information from the natives of
the existence of gold among them, aa also iron that
when shown implements of various kinds, they gave him to
understand, plenty in the mountain*. Such also was the
case with gold; they knew the metal, and pointed, as
such existing among them."

With these facto before the Department, I have no hesi¬
tation in eipressing an opinion favorable to the measure

suggested in the resolution, nor in recommending such a

reconnaissance and survey as will establish accurately the
positions of the prominent capes, bays, headlands," and
harbors.
To fix the positions of the rocks and shoals that endan¬

ger the navigation there, and to examine the Fox or Aleu¬
tian Islands, would be the work of two or three properly
appointed vessels only for a short time. When the sea¬

son is closed for these latitudes, the game vessels could
he -v>«t beneficially employed in an examination of the
»e«eo,' f'hina and Japan, and the regions thereabouts,
whose hydrography is so defective, and an accurate

kn<vww^ 0f which is becoming every day 0f more and
mow inn, ">rt^pe.

In reply u> fh« latter euse ft the r**olutiun. vii
"wh«U.er any veAelf h- ngtng to' the servi** ran be1
uaed for that purpoae, and also what would be the ex-

pen»e of utich a r^oonnoiasance." I respectfully state that
this Department bias not at Us command the vessels ne¬

cessary for the contemplated service, unless by reducing
the numbers of our vessel* attached to squadrons on for¬
eign service, and which I by no means recommend.

I am of opinion that the necessary vessels can be built
at our navy yards or purchased for a sum not exceeding
$1 _'-r>,000, and that no additional appropriation, beyond
that sum, need be made. The wear and tear of the ves¬

sels, pay of the officers and crews, stores, provisions, in¬
struments, Ac. can be provided for out of current appro¬
priations. The accompanying report from the Chief of
the Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography, and papers
prepared by Commander Ringgold and Lieutenants Maury
and Page, are respectfully submitted as throwing addi¬
tional light upon the subject.

1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient
servant WILL. A. GRAHAM.

Hon. W. R. Kino,
President of the Senate

W'KTKa i* Ara'i...There was quite a snow-storm at

a! T °,r, Monday morning and the preceding night
Staten Island was oovered with snow at an early hour
b-it it quickly melted away. A gentleman from Burling
ton on Friday says that on that day a heavily-laden team
drawn by four horses, passed on the ice over Lake Cham-
plain to Port Kent, a distance of twelve miles

[AVy Y«rk Brprc$t.
.' iorrowed troubles are the most distressing " sav« an

old saw. That account* for the fact that people who
borrow their newspapers are the most afflicted by the bad
manafement and incompetency of the editor.r9,t

$8,070,622

$9,341,831

SPEECH OF MR. MARSHALL,
OF KENTUCKY,

la Tillfi Holm or Rkpukskmtativbs, March 18, 1862.

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, Luring obtained the
floor at 8 o'clock P. M., addressed the House as follows:

It is unpleasant (said Mr. M.) to be compelled to tax
the patieuce of gentlemen, already weuried by the pro¬
tracted session of to-day; but, under the orders of the
House, I shall have no other opportunity; and as the pub¬
lic business presaes, with the sanction of the Chair, I will
submit some observations now. Whatever apology may
be due to the committee or the country for the consump¬
tion of time, will be found in the necessity which has been
imposed upon ids Whig colleagues by a speech which was

pronounced in this hall a short time since by the talented
member from the Ashland district of Kentucky. Cer¬
tain observations of the member from Florida, (Mr. Ca¬
bell,) supposed to be calculated to affect injuriously the
political fortunes of a friend and favorite fellow-citizen of
my colleague, brought him forward, as he said in that
speech, (a copy of which lies before me,) 44 to vindicate
the action of the Kentucky Democracy, and, collaterally,
to justify their choice." .

In the discharge of this self-imposed duty, had the hon¬
orable member been content to produce the proof in his
possession to vindicate Oen. Butler from the implication
of political duplicity, and even to follow up such vindica¬
tion by eloquent eulogy of his life and services, no occa¬

sion would have arisen for a reply. But, while offering
to his own favorite the tribute of personal and political
friendship, he chose, under the cover of a comparison be¬
tween Mr. Fillmore and Gen. Butler, to embrace within
the scope of injurious criticism, if not of unmerited de¬
nunciation, the entire Southern Whig party. If a mere

suggestion by the memberYrom Florida.that the existing
opinions of W illiam O. Butler touching slavery were not
known, and therefore he might be supported by slave¬
holders and Free-soilers, under a misconception of their
exact tenor.was sufficient provocation to induce my col¬
league to enter upon 44 the vindication of the Kentucky
Democracy, and, collaterally, of their choioe," with how
much more reason will a reply now be required of some

Whig member from Kentucky, to prevent the unfavorable
conclusions likely to flow from the assault of my colleague
upon that man who is the choice of the Kentucky Whigs,
as well as upon the conduct of the whole Southern Whi«
party?

I shall not participate in the contest which has been
carried on in the presence of this House for the past ten
days. Gentlemen of the other side of this chamber are

entirely competent to the adjustment of their own family
jars. Though General Butler is my constituent, and
therefore entitled to my attention upon proper occasions,
I recognise the fact that his interests are in hands more

competent than mine to do them justice before the tribu¬
nal of Demodtatic opinion. I will remark, however, that
a long acquaintance with William 0. Butler enables me

to say of him.and it affords me pleasure thus publicly
to say.I never have entertained the idea for a moment
that he would be a tame and quiet tool in the hands of
any set of men. I have never heard dissimulation attri¬
buted to him by political foes or personal enemies. I be¬
lieve him to be a manly, straightforward, and honorable
character, conspicuous for the purity of his private life,
and his fidelity to every observance of a personal honor
which is not only unstained by reproach, but above sus¬

picion. Whatever political opinions he may entertain, I
cannot doubt the sincerity with which he maintains them,
or the candor with which he will always express them;
for, though we are political, adversaries, separated by
opinions which are irreconcilable, I must say that I do not
believe any office could present a prize sufficiently pra-
cious and tempting to compensate William 0. Butler to

stoop to deliberate deceit. I was not surprised to see hU
letter; for I calculated upon something from his pen
which would state his true position. I think, however,
that even my houorable colleague does not define clearly
his present views, and that the remarks I shall make will
bring the committee to the same conclusion.
My colleague (Mr. Breckkxriwjk) thought fit to com¬

pare the votes of Mr. Fillmore and General Butler, upon
some points connected with the power of Congress over
the matter of slavery in some of its aspects. I observe
that the contrast selected by my colleague is a strong one.

The point of view presents General Butler and Mr. Fill¬
more in direct antagonism to each other upon a grave
question of constitutional law. The time and question
far each being the same, I ac^mit that the friends of either
may fairly institute the comparison. My colleague speci¬
fies agaiust Mr. Fillmore thus:
"At the commencement-of the twenty-sixth Congress, Mr.

Wise, of Virginia, submitted a resolation that all petitions,
memorials, and resolution? for the abolition of slavery or the

8u*Ve tru<^e 'n the States, Territories, or Districts of this Union,
should be considered as objected to, and the question of re¬

ception laid upon the table without debate. Thereupon, in¬
stantly, Mr. Fillmore, of New York, stated that if it was ne¬
cessary to object U> the resolution, he objected. Upon a mo-

U,0 wmp 08pe?d»he rui<* for fu introduction, I find the name
of Hillukin o. BuUer recorded in the affirmative; and the
names of Messrs- Adams, Uiddings, Fillmore, 4c., Ac. in the
negative.
Now, sir, the direct inference from these remarks is,

that my colleague coincides with the view of Mr. Wise,
as presented by his resolution. That view denies to the
citizen the right to petition for any legislation by Con¬
gress respeoting slavery or the slave-trade, because it Is
not in the competency ®f Congress to act upon the ques¬
tion in nny aspect.

It is clear that where Congrees possesses the power to
act the constituent has a right to petition for action. The
free exercise of that right is consistent wkh the discre¬
tion vested in Congress to determine the expediency of
granting or refusing the prayer of the petition; for the
distinction is plain between the right to petition and the
policy of conceding the request of the petitioner.

Mr. Wise's resolution, to which reference is made, was
based on the idea that Congress, having no right of action
in any of the particulars specified in that resolution,
should not entertain, even by reception, a petition for le¬
gislation upon any of them. Gen. Butler voted with MY.
Wise throughout; and, I must presume, entertained the
same opinion. Mr. Fillmore, believing that Congress did
possess the power to legislate upon some of the subjects
suggested by the resolution, voted against its passage in
order to preserve the correlative right of the people to
petition for action wherever Congress had the power.
The various propositions presented to the twenty-sixth

< ongress for the disposition of abolition petitions exhibit-
'. ky"tkeir difference from each other, the shades of

opinion entertained by members of that body. 1 remem-

*;reso'ution, offered by Judge Chinn, of Louisiana,
which proposed to receive the petition, and immediately
Urtt U' TfV? UP°n this- n,9°. Mr Fillmore

v^.in^u 1 were to each other, the former
' ® 111 ^e "®r^iat,Te- This resolution, taken in eon-
* .

, W rc«ol«tien, presented very distinctly
nttidnn ngreMM)IUa *°Wer of right of

Butler toSOl r0t!Z We ure rey,pwin8 do P«>*e «.»-

^'"V0 belonged, lt U.at^ to th# oIa(£ of 9tntM.
men who denied the power of Congress upon all the pointsand subjects suggested by the resolutions, and do proveMr. Fillmore to have admitted the power of Congress over

Ek* K^C#e.- #t UMt* but at ,he time
to have been disposed to pass such as belonged to Con¬
gress, after a respectful reception, to the quiet of the
committee room.

' 1

The issue being thus distinctly formed upon the consti¬
tutional power of Congress, may we not assist our judg¬
ment upon the correctness of the respective conclusions
of those gentlemen by reference to other passages of nn-

litical history!
6 p

In the records of the thirty-first Congress, among that
series ofmeasures known as 44 the Compromise measures,"
is an act 44 to suppress the slave trade in the District of
Columbia." It exhibits the actual exercise by Congress
of the identical power which was disputed between Mr.
ruhnorc and General Butler, and the Qf that
power, too, ever one of the subjects actually embraced by
the terms 0f Mr. Wise's resolution. Here, then, is a
«T'case for judgment than that selected by my col-
¦Tf**:.. ,li» no preliminary step for the parliamentary

hat an n.tunl Uw ~a legislative
wt.upor the subject-matter as to which his case would

.An<l mor,': ,hftt *ct derives its

Fillmr 2 approving sanction of this same Millard
Fdksore, agai«* whose vote to receive the petition of the
people my colleague so eloquently inveighs
theSSUlfrf ^7. u"^*' do" Gnernl »«tler regard
of CmurreM? l>

as beyond the constitutional power
h s answer be 2 80 regard it ? Should

presenUtTve Pmll how c*n Condemn the re-

E3B5wSS®a=«?
doeTnot stickTn thrir throau

^ Id'T.
4' amen" to sny series of legislative^ !. -
of that series violated the ConstitutionT my^untrj'My colleague cannot consider the act to whi^h i J *

he an unconstitutional act, or he WOnld not ell 1°
series to which it belongs a settlement of

th*

involved, for he would not abide a settlement* iv'u?1-
volved a violation of the Constitution. What retniin f
the issue ? Nothing, as I think, but the dutv of ^ ?
league to confess that the actiou of Congress uSLo,.
very question he has selected for examination.tk!?
proving sanction of the American people to that »«r

*P~
of power-the resolution of the K^SSkj
quiencing therein, and the direct approbation thereof h.
General Butler himself, all prove that since th» Z
the twenty-siath Congress, "a change has

'
i

°f

in the public mind," to General Butler s, as well a?oaS>«
and all vindicate the vote of Mr. Fillmore which h.l v! '

produced by my colleague for his condemnation
Mr. BaacKijrninor If my colleague will mo

to interrupt him for a moment, I *01 be brief Probably

some of the resolutions, and especially that of Mr. Wise,
Aad reference, among othfcr things, to the slave trade m
this District. But ihe greater part of the memorials pre¬
sented to Congress during the period in which Messrs.
Fillmore und Butler served together in Congress had re¬

ference to the abolition of slavery in the State* and in the
District of Columbia, and of the slave trade between the
States As far as I have examined the reoords, I assert
that Mr Fillmore voted for the reception of these peti¬
tions und General Butler against them. The latter placed
that 'vote properly upon the ground that Congress had no

constitutional power to abolish slavery in the States, or in

the District of Columbia, or to abolish the slave trade be¬
tween the 8tates.

Mr. Marshall. I commend my colleague to the books
again He has chosen to arraign Mr. Fillmore's vote on

HW» resolution, and to contrast that vote *with Gen. But¬
ler's 011 the same proposition. I insist that we shall stick
to the point, and that we shall not wander off to another
until we have concluded this. .1 say that my colleague
will not find, 1 think, any resolution offeredby gentlemen
of the South, at the period referred to, wmch did not in
terms embrace the slave trade in this District as among
the4>owers denied to Congress. It certainly is embraced
as among the powers prohibited, according to Wise's reso¬
lution.

Mr. Bbkckksridgk. I will not interrupt the gentle¬
man any more, but I want to be clear upon this point. I
understand him now to take the position that all those
petitions, memorials, and resolutions upon the subject of
slavery, while they embraoe the subject of slavery In the
States, the slave trade between the States, and slavery in
this District, also embraoed the question of the slave
trade in this District; and he justifies Mr. Fillmore, in
voting for their reception, upon the ground that one of the
items contained in the petitions and memorials was one
about which Congress had the power to legislate.

Mr. Marshall. I do not pretend to say what was in
th« memorials or petitions. You might as well talk of
counting the sands on the shores, or the leaves in the
forest, as to say how many petitions connected with
slavery have been presented, and for what purpose.

^

I
spoke of ruolutiom.aye, resolutions embodying prin¬
ciples.and especially I spoke of that resolution offered
by Mr. Wise, of Virginia, which the gentleman himself
had selected for examination. I spoke of Mr. Fi lmore's
vote on that resolution, because it was (hut vote Ihe gen¬
tleman selected to condemn him upon. I have looked to
the principle of that resolution ; and I insist that, *fter ar¬

raigning the President upon a general charge with specifi¬
cations, my colleague shall stand still long enough to
hear the answer to the charge »n<i specifications tiled, be¬
fore he attempts to amend by additional and new specifi¬
cations, which will serve to shift us from the ground we
xow occupy.

Mr. Brkckexridgk. I have not amended it..
Mr. Marshall. I say that, in Mr. Wise s resolution,

there were terms, or subject matter covered by those
terms, which justify and vindicate Mr. Fillmore's vote, if
his act, a9 President of the United States, can be vindi¬
cated by his signature to the bill to suppress the Blave
trade in the District, which passed in the compromise
series. Mr. Butler voted with a class of gentlemen who
denied the power in its broadest terms. I admit his votes
are consistent throughout. I have a right to rest the vin¬
dication of Mr. Fillmore's vote against that resolution
upon this point: that the terms of the resolution express¬
ly denied a power to Congress, and a right to the people,
which he believed them each to possess, ani which Gen.
Butler, and even my colle^ue, will now confess the Con¬
gress does possess, and which Congress has eierted, with
the approbation of the Kentucky Democracy and indeed
of the American people.

Mr. Brkckenridge, (interrupting.) I will interrupt
my colleague for a single moment. He caniot draw me
into a controversy on the compromise. I approve it; and
I approve Mr. Fillmore's course so fur as he sustains it.
My remarks grew out of the comparison instituted by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. Carell) betweea the past
course of General Butler and Mr. Fillmore on the slavery
question. I was forced to examine that comparison. In
doing so I showed that General Butler had always voted
against the reception of petitions to abolish slavery in the
States, in this District, and the slave trade between the
States, while Mr. Fillmore had voted for their. My col¬
league seiies upon the single matter of the slave trade in
this District, and avoids the other and more important
questions. I do not deny the power of Congress to pass
the compromise measures; and upon the isolated question
of the slave trade in this District I make no issue. But
will my colleague respond to this? Does he consider that
Congress has power to abolish either slavery in the States,
the slave trade between the States, or slavery in this Dis¬
trict ? And, if he does not, would he entertain petitions
for that purpose, believing Congress possessed no power to
grant those petitions ? If he would not entertain such
petitions, would he vindicate whatever votes Mr. Fillmore
tias cast for the reception of petitions of that character ?
That is the point.
Mr. MaRSHALL. My colleague, it must be admitted,

aas come to the point a long distance off from the place
where he thought he had first made it. He asks me what
I would do. Instead of examining what Mr. Fillmore has
done. He proposes to catechise mt instead of Mr. till-
more. I answer My colleague briety : I do wetseek to
draw my colleague into a controvtrff upon any point Tht
compromise measures he stands by. That is right He
makes no istue on tht power to
in the District ofColumbia. Th>»t admits the propriety of
Mr. Fillmore's vote on Wise's resolution and on the twenty-
flrst rale ; because that power was expressly denied in
both. My colleague talks of petition* and mtmonaU; I
speak of ruthitwn*. He arraigns a vote upon a resolu¬
tion, and proposes to try the President upon what may
have been contained in a memorial. It is like the old jus¬
tice who issued a search warrant fer the saddle, and tried
to convict under it upon suspicion of stealing a turkey.
When the vote on a memorial is produced, and we see

what the memorial proposes, it will be time to reply to
that new specification. As to the other point, 1 am pur-

prised at its character. I cannot presume he thinks either
Mr. Fillmore, or I, or any one else in this hall be¬
lieves Congress to possess the power, under the constitu¬
tion, to abolish slavery in the States. The worst aboli¬
tionist who has appeared in Congress has not pretended
to invest it with such power. The power to abolish the
slave trade between the States has been denied to Con¬
gress by a decision of the Supreme Court of the I nited
States, and I suppose no statesman contends for it as a

constitutional power. I believe the member from Ohio
(Mr. Giddisgs) does not. Certainly Mr. Fillmore does not.

Mr. Brjcckkmridge. Mr. Fillmore once held at.
Mr. Marshall. 1 despair of getting through with a

speech. My colleague proposes again a new topic of dis¬
cussion before his questions are answered. I desired to
follow his specifications against the President, and to run
out the parallel between Mr. Fillmore and Gen. Butler as

to the slavery question. But I see that the gentleman
tires of that, and would carry this examination into my
own political opinions. These are well known. They
have been expressed frequently, and are seen in my legis¬
lative course. They cannot throw light upon the P*."
lei between Gen. Butler and Mr. Fillmore ; and I will
proceed, therefore, to look to the next specification made
by my colleague against the President. He says:
" Afterwards, ^ir, at the *ame session, the famous twenty

Ant rule was adopted, wholly excluding abolition petitions,
whether they referred to the States, Territories, or the District
of Columbia. Here, again, the name of (ien. Butler was re¬

corded in the affirmative; and Adam*, (tiddings, Fillmore,
and others, and, I regret to add, some Southern Whig*, in
the negative."
Now, sir, this collocation of names is not expected to

do Mr. Fillmore injury here among politicians and states¬
men, but in the farm-houses and cabins of Kentucky and
the South. There, as is well known, the name of the
member from Ohio Mr. Gmnixns) is not popular. His
principles do not suit us, and his sentiments are not ac¬
cording to the feelings of our people. It may be suppos¬
ed that the association of Mr. Fillmore's name with thai
of Mr. Giddings, of Ohio, may produce a prejudiceagainst Mr. Fillmore, and operate upon his political pro»
pecta injuriously. I mean to send the antidote with th|poison. I mean to examine the principle of this votc|and ef whatever othe* votes gentlemen produce.
Now to the second specification. The twenty-first rule

did no more than present the principle of the Wise reso¬
lution. Mr. Wise's resolution raised the question of re¬
ception on the ground that there was no power in Con¬
gress to entertain the subject. The twenty-first rule ab¬
solutely excluded the petition, instead of making the dis¬
position of it on the question of reception. The multi¬
plication of examples, therefore, on this point has no fur¬
ther force than to indicate the matured and fixed conclu¬
sions arrived at by Messrs. Fillmore and Butler, respec¬
tively, upon the principle of the rule. But, sir, this il-
lustration is equally unfortunate for my colleague as the
other. *

The twenty-first rnle was right or wrong. If the House
did right to adopt it, the House did wrong to repeal it;
because it asserted a principle and contained an exposi¬tion of a limitation upon the constitutional power of Con¬
gress. Adopted by the twenty-sixth Congress, It was re¬

pealed by the twenty-eighth Congress. Adopted by a
House containing a Democratic majority, it was repealed
by a House with n yet larger Democratic majority; und
the latter decision was confirmed at the opening of the
twenty-ninth Congress by another overwhelming Demo¬
cratic majority. Who did right? His party has acqui¬
esced in the last decision, aa that of " its sober second
thought." I must presume, from the approbation of Mr.
Fillmore's sanction to the bill to suppress the slave trade
in this District* which Gen. Butler has given in his letter,
that he too would now vote against the adoption of the
twenty-first rule; for If he is not now with Mr. Fillmore
upon the principle of the rule, then are his words empty
and unmeaning. If such a rule should exist, where have
been the Democrats since the twenty-ninth Congress, that
they have not attempted to revive it? Where has been
the voice of my colleague (Mr. Bbbckekkidgr) during

this whole Congreiu, while questions upon the subject of
the fugitive slave law, and slavery in a variety of forms,
have been pouring through this House, that he has not
attempted to revive It! Tn assailing Mr. Pillmore's vote
lor the adoption <*f that rule, he wiU He that he arraigns
the vote of hi* own party in repealing it; and the action
of that party in repealing the rule I present to the coun¬

try as a vindication of the President-for the vote selected
for his condemnation.
The course of the Democratic party in connexion with

the twenty-first rale offers an instructive lesson, by which
the people of this country may well study and better ap¬
preciate the philosophy of passing events. That rule was

adopted at the session of Congress immediately preceding
the Presidential election of 1840. The competitors for
the I hief Magistracy were Harrison and Van Buren, that

. Northern man with Southern principles" whom the
Democracy so delighted to honor. The agitation of the
slavery questions, the presentation of abolition petitions
and memorials concerning slavery, had goaded the South¬
ern people to a degree of excitement which rendered
them an easy prey to whatever faction might choose art¬
fully to play upon their sensitiveness in regard to "the
peculiar institution." The discussion of Thompson's re¬
solution, which immediately succeeded the rejection of
Wise's proposition, offered tlio opportunity to drag the
whole subject of slavery, as it exists in the South, into
the arena of party politics. Pressed in the contest for
power, and weighed down by the thousand evidences of
\ an Uuren's mal-administration, which were being devel¬
oped to popular observation, the Democracy, in their des¬
peration, seized the slavery question, with the intent to
jnanufacture therefrom electioneering capital for the oc¬
casion. A Southern Democrat.now no more.opened
the war upon the Whigs of the country, by the general
accusation that they were allied to the Abolitionists.
Comparing, with elaboration and apparent accuracy, the
votes of parties, he deduced, from selected instances, suf¬
ficient materials to authorize, in his opinion, a general
conclusion.which his party adopted.that Harrison was

an Abolitionist; that his supporters were the allies of the
Abolitionists ; that Martin Van Buren was the man " with
Southern principles" upon whom the South might lean
with unhesitating confidence, and that the Van Buren
Democracy of the North alone could be relied upon for
the protection and maintenance of the constitutional rights
of the South. Sir, I do not mean to recur to the incidents
of that canvass. Some there are here who imagine that
the people were misled by the cry of "log cabins, hard
cider, and coen skins." This is a sad mistake. The re¬

gret with vhloh ti>* Democrats still look back to Van Bu-
ren s defeat, and the insufficiency of the causes to which
they attribute it, argue little Appreciation of the difficulty
we escaped by avoiding one whose views of the slavery
questions have since been so distinctly developed, and
less respect for the popular intelligence.
The people, sir, saw through Mr. Van Buren before the

politicians did. I will do the Southern Democrats of 1840
the justice to say that they were particular, at least in
the arrangement of the terms upon which they brought
the abolition question within the range of partisan poli¬
tics. They were not content.as some of the Democrats
of to-day.with whatever platform a National Convention
might choose to adopt. They were not willing to refer
such vital questions to a mixed arbitrament of Massachu¬
setts Coalitionists, New York Freesoilers, and Southern
Secessionists. They required, at the beginning, a legis¬
lative exposition, and applied to the Northern wing of the
party the severe test which the twenty-first rule proposed.
Ihat test seemed to offer the chance of making election¬
eering capital out of the slavery question, and, at the
same time, to secure the establishment of a principle
which would exclude from the future consideration of
Congress all petitions relating to slavery and the slave
trade in the States, Territories, or the District of Co¬
lumbia. They committed a fatal error in consenting to
bring the constitutional rights and peculiar institution of
the South into the range of party conflict upon any terms.
But, sir, their test was applied, and the Van Buren De¬
mocrats " took the pledge." Methinks I can now behold
the conclusion of that memorable scene. Mr. Vander-
poel, of New York, was the spokesman of the Northern
Democracy. He uttered in their behalf, with solemn em¬
phasis, this memorable pledge: " Until we become
wretches, and wholly insensible to the obligations of covenant
and duty, tee icill faithfully fulfil the compact."
The compact referred to was the compact to accept the

Southern interpretation of the Constitution, to wit: "To
recognise slaves as property; to continue them as an ele¬
ment of representation on this floor; and, finally, not to
entertain, by Congress, any petition touching slavery or
the slave trade in the 8tates, Territories, or District."
He then called the previous question, and upon the vote
the twenty-first rule was adopted, I admit, the accession
of the Van Bureft Democracy of the North to the mass of
the votes of both parties from slaveholding States. This
is true, sir; but a further reflection is also suggested in
this connexion. There was no sincerity in that declaration ;
it was a cloak tcorn for the occasion, and the pledge teat imme¬
diately repudiated by the masses at the North whom those obli-
gers represented. This u history.

Mr. John Quincy Adama at'the next Congress moved to
rescind the rule.in less than sixty days after the elec¬
tion.and even then every Democrat but two from the
State of New York voted for the repeal. The election had
passed bv, and the continwaaoe of the rule could no longer
antwer the purpose of a political manoeuvre.

In the twenty-seventh Congress there was a Whig ma¬

jority. The rule was not repealed by that^flteess. But
at the commencement of the twenty-eigj^^^Hkess the
resolution of rescission failed by only There
was in the twenty-eighth Congress a largeDOTOcratic ma¬
jority. At the second session of that Congress it was re¬

pealed by a vote of one hundred and eight to eighty. Mr.
Chapman, of Alabama, attempted to revive the rule at the
commencement of the twenty-ninth Congress, but failed
by a decisive majority. The history of the twenty-first
rule is, then, a story of political inconsistency. When my
colleague arraigns the vote of Mr. Fillmore against its
adoption, he brings at the same moment into strong light
that grave delinquency of the Van Buren Democracy,
which assumed a principle of action without intending to
pursue it, or abandoned it without an honest and open
confession of a change of sentiment. Mr. Chairman, with
these lights of the past shining full on his path, my col¬
league ventures to say that again the South should base
its reliance upon the Democratic party of the North. If
the lessons of that past, and especially the action of that
Democracy upon the rule referred to, have been Jost upon
my colleague, the force of political affiliation must confuse
his generally accurate perceptions. I have a good deal to
say, and I must hurry over these matters.

Mr. Bkickkkudob. There is another specification
which 1 would be glad my colleague would notice.

Mr. Marshall. I suppose my colleague refers to the
Erie letter. I do not know what else. If he does, I un¬
derstand Mr. Fillmore's view upon that subjcct to be ex¬

pressed succinctly in his reply to Governor Oayle. I re¬
fer my colleague to that letter.

I was surprised that my colleague, in the conclusion of
his comparison between the President and General Butler,
should a(Tect to doubt the soundness of the President
upon great questions that may arise for Congressional
action touching the institution of slavery. 8ir, we refer
to the writings and votes ol publio men for evidence of
their probable course when invested with official power.
They are accepted as guides to our calculations of their
conduct upon unsettled questions through an uncertain
future. It was npon such trust the Democratic party
aecepted Mr. Van Buren, though his subsequent develop¬
ments of sentiment exhibited the fallacy of their hope
and the insecurity of their reliance. His avowals were

fortunately not put to any severe test during his admin¬
istration. But in Mr. Fillmore's case there remains no
room for speculation; there is no apology for the pretence
of a doubt. He has been tested officially, thoroughly, en¬

tirely. His views are known from his official action as
President of the United States. His determination has
been expressed in regard to the future by his acts through
the past, and by subsequent declarations in well-con¬
sidered State papers touching the future, made under all the
lights of the past. From the Atlantic to the Pacific his
messages have been read, and his invocations to his coun¬

trymen heeded.to regard the series of measures, known
as " the Adjustment," as the final settlement, in princi¬
ple and substance, of the distracting questions they em¬
brace. He has been tried through a fiery ordeal. We,
who were members ef the thirty-first Congress, cannot
fail to remember the extraordinary circumstances which
existed at the moment of Mr. Fillmore's accession to
power. There was a gulf opening between the North and
South, which momentarily widened. The ligaments bind¬
ing the sections of this Confederacy in union were strained
and parting by degrees. A question of political right
threatened to assume the dogmatism of a religious tenet.
The passions of sectionalism had been thoroughly aroused.
The counsels of patriotism seemed to have lost their con¬
trol of the public mind. They who had excited the zeal
of fanaticism for selfish purposes, unable now to guide
the storm, were impelled by its force, and became the ex¬

ponents at once of its direction and its fury. The ship
of 8tate. freighted with the noblest aims and proudest
hopes of man, was already in the breakers. There was
no pilot at the helm. The most experienced had yielded
effort to despair. To save, it was essential to change her
course. This was necessarily the operation of a moment,
but required the nerve of a hero, and the skill of a con¬
summate master. It was effected promptly, decisively
and successfully. Millard Fillmore brought to the great
task the decision of a statesman and the sentiments of a

patriot. His adherence to the propositions then pending
for the adjustment of the difficulties between the States
was instantly annonnced as the principle of his A'iministra-
lion. Discarding all sectional considerations, he embraced
in one view the righto and interests of the whole country
and planted his position where nothing should be lost by
any section, and every thing should be saved by all His
influence was immediately and widely felt, not only in
the Congress, but throughout the country : and it was
exerted with a boldness which left do room to doubt the

sincerity of hisi conviction* tad the patriotism of his pur-

plated by the future historian of th»t (treat criais will h*

prooouncwl U»
and sublime love of country. The eiuwtment oftheS
of measures known as " the Adjustment" was no
nary experiment of legation. It was opposed by no
ordinary combination of torn, whether coijiered for en¬
ergy or genius. A man of irr^alute character woSi
butequuiled before this opposition ; a man of facile dis¬
position would have adapted his eourse to^ the wile^
of his own powerful section of the country. The IW
dent-restrained by no fear of nerseeution. .niwutedby
no wish for power to be gathereTw the oppression of the
weak, and sustained by the force J the btro®g_lovalto
the oath he had taken and true to his duty, at enoe iden¬
tified himself with those measures of compromise, and
declared that his Administration should stand or fall with
them.

Mr. Uukckknriiiiie. Will my colleague allow me to
ask him a single question, because I sincerely desire to
have an answer which will relieve my mindrand the minds
of others, upon this subject? The gentleman may be as¬
sured that, if I find I have been in error, I will readily
acknowledge it. I have never hesitated to give Mr. Fill¬
more credit for what I considered good acts in reference
to the compromise measures. This is the point, however
that I want to ascertain, as the gentleman appears to be
speaking by authority. The Kentucky Democrats under¬
stand this principle settled by this compromise to b« this:
thut any Territory hereafter applying, at any future time
for admission into this Union as a State, is to be admitted
with or without slavery as the people of the Territory may
choose. Does my friend understand that to be Mr. Fill¬
more's position?
Mr. Marshall. Most certainly.
Mr. Breckenridoe. If he does, will he be kind enoutrh

to explain why it was that Mr. Webster, the present Sec¬
retary of State, when he was traversing the State of New
1 ork last summer, in company with Mr. Fillmore, deolared
his own opinions and those of the President were identical
"Pon *h*8 subject, and declared, at the same time, that he
(Mr. Webster) teat irrevocably oppoted to tfie admmion of any
more »l<tve territory f Did Mr. Webster make a false rep-
resentation, or is my colleague certain that he understands
Mr. Fillmore's position ?
Mr. Marshall. I saw all of this in the speech of the

gentleman from Florida, on the interrogatory of my col¬
league. Why is It repeated?

Mr. Brkckknridqi. Because I did not get a satisfac¬
tory answer then. I nit an* now

v
Marshall. I do not know how far Mr. Fillmore

can be held responsible by this country for Mr. Webster's
speeches. Icertainly do not know under what circum¬
stances Mr. Webster's speeches were made. I understand
the President to be responsible for the acts of the Secre¬
tary of State; but not for Mr. Webster's dinner speeches,
or his railroad speeches, or any other matter not transact¬
ed in his official capacity.

Mr. BRECKKNBinai. Mr. Webster said the Administra¬
tion was a unit upon that subject.

Aas"Aj'1" I have heard from the gentleman upon
Thfrtv A®? S® ' SupP°8e ever7 gentleman in the

Congress will understand distinctly, because,
!««!!!? do not undewtand it, they do not understand the
import of the English language, that the States which are
to be carved out of the Territories will come into this Union
Jb? !8' ?r wlthout slavery, as the people forming

thcnState may choose.
gentleman asks me if Mr. Fillmore is in favor of

that. Why, sir, that is " nominated in the bond." It is
the point, distinctly and emphatically, as my other col¬
league (Mr. Boyd who sat just before Mr. Marshall)
Fill know upon which we of the South counted. That was
the consideration we received. That killed » the Wilmot
Proviso. That power of the people belonged to them, it
is true, before ; but it was distinctly asserted in Boyd's
amendment, and it was the hinging point of all. We would
have nothing ambiguous about it, and Boyd's amendment
contains that provision in oxpress terms. We would not
have passed the Texas boundary bill without it. My col¬
league will sustain me. .

\rF' ?rOVD' of Kentucky- It is in the bill.

i«in,Doe® not everyone recollect that it
is in the bill. Therefore I am astonished when my younirer
colleague asks me if Mr. Fillmore, who signed the billfis
in favor of it, and says- that is what we, the " Kentucky
Democracy understand by it. Of course they do, and
to do we all If Mr. Webster asserted that he understood
it in any other way, I can only say that " Homer some-
times nods.

I have heard it said, and repeated in this hall.I have
seen it published in partisan newspapers.that those com¬
promise measures were Democratic measures, that the De¬
mocratic party was entitled to the credit of them. My
colleague, joining in the general chorus, commends silence
and modesty to the Southern Whigs on the whole ques¬
tion of slavery. It is needless, Mr. Chairman, to ransack
the past for proof to rebut this direct accusation made
against the Southern Whigs by the honorable member
Look at the vote of the Southern Whigs upon the test
question.the passage of the Texas boundary bill, with
the amendment embracing the institution of civil govern-

^ T«rritoriee.contrast it with the vote of the
Southern Democracy upon the same tost, the country
will then easily judge what validity there is in the claim
asserted for the " Democratic party," and which of the

lPPn?ie« ,? / 8o,*h .hoaM ®<»t incline to preserve «i-
lence iind to practioe modesty upon the subject There

Whigs fro. lh® .1*veholding States in
he thirty-fim Congress. Of those, two were 3senJVh«
DositLn Wnf Both.would have voted for the pro-
five vr

. f
tweDty-8ix who were present, twenty-

theh 0n^ a8ainst the test proposition. On

I ouisiani A rW J?*.00..1!0 Representatives from

fWWna T nSa8' Mi88,881PP'. Noj*h Carolina, South

l * tXC,ept one from the Stat. of Alabama,
tisfv thp o against, the proposition. This count wiU sa-

ic S^th h^S relati0n cach of the Pities from
h*ld 10 the compromise bills. A Democratic

measure. Where was the Democrat from Arkansas*

f^TL^r B,0J!.Pata,<Vom Mississippi ? from Louisiana?
from South Carolina? from North Carolina? from Alaba-

Zt*Zh:r wer o? maj°rity of the Democratic Repre¬
sentatives from the State of Virginia ?
Mr. Bayly, of Virginia. I beg your pardon.Mr. Marshall. I do not require the gentleman to ask

that ihlch we°«ll\ SuPP?Ke W® try 70Ur De®ocrats by
. n a!! ackn°wledge to be the test votes.the

ZrrZi D " ame»dment and upon the Texas Boun-

m4n 110 1118 1681 TOtC> UP°Q the

mI Inc,uding the Fugitive Slave law?

tive Sl^ hm .
rC WM no debate about the Fugi-

derstooT thr. 1?' > mta UP°? aH 8ide8 of the Hou#e un"

balanc^> nf fK . ^ 88 1 have "tated, and that the

of course
86ne8 °f met8ur«8 *as to pass as a matter

tJkv din* n#' °f Ten,nC8SM- lf the gentleman from Ken-

to the Texas r! "I1 1 T.,,"k him if Boyi,'b amendment
Boundary bill was not adopted by more De-

rh?C^nnMh^ JgJ0t6S ? He wil1 find hy reference to
the Journal that sixty-one Democrats and only forty-sixWhigs voted for that amendment.

7

r. Marshall. I will not do the gentleman's party
' fkf 1 iaT< C0,ne ber® t0 vtndKate the truth of

i^'^ter.] I am now examining where the
Were" 1^ that the Democrats from

r^L. v °«u ^ Loui8iana- Mississippi, South Ca¬
rolina, North Carolina, and all but one from Alabama,

'be P"*' tbe'

hinf? gentleman allow me to interrupt.
Marshall. I have but a few moments. I will do

> irginia justice.
Mr. Mkadk. Will you take an admission from me ? i

admit that in every portion of that Compromise where the
South conceded any thing, the Whigs did it. [Laughter.]
.

Marshall. I will enter that upon the Journal as

the declaration of the gentleman; as a .State Rights man,
who is yet discontented witk the Compromise. The vote,
as I recollect it, of the Democratic portion of the Virginia
representatita, was six and six ; the gentleman in my eye
being absent.

Mr. Borocit. But being against it decidedly.
Mr. Marshall. One of the votes of the missing De¬

mocracy was from North Carolina. The gentleman whom
I now see (Mr. Aahb) was missing upon the final passage,
but voted to lay the Texas bill, as amended, upon the ta¬
ble, and against ita third reading.

Mr. Ashe. I voted against it.
Mr. Marshall. If I had these missing votes, what

would be the exhibit? While there were thirty-one De¬
mocratic votes against it, there were but twenty-seven
votes in favor of it. Georgia, I believe, was divided upon
this question.

Mr. Jacksox. Southern Rights men, as well as Union
men, were all for the amendment

Mr. Marshall. Not for the Texas Boundary bill, as

amended.
Mr. JAmcftox. We voted for Boyd's amendment.the

whole delegation.
Mr. Marshall. I will dispense with these interrup¬

tions. I state from the record that the Southern Demo¬
cratic party was against the measure, and voted against
the Compromise upon the tost question. Where were these
Southern Whigs, who are now arraigned upon that que*
tion * There were but twenty-six of them here ; twenty-
five of that twenty-six cast their votes in favor of the
Compromise, upon the test question. I am proud to say
that the border 8tates~the States of Kentucky, Tennes¬
see, Maryland.east their entire Democratic vote in favor
of those measures; the State of Missouri, with the excep¬
tion of one of Its members, also. There is the quarter
from which the pacification flowed, so far as the slave
holdihg States were concerned. I have never failed in
the presence of my people, and eisewherl, to bestow upon

j my colleague (Mr. Bovo) the meed of praise for his ener¬
gy, activity, teal, and patriotism in regard to these
measures.
The passage of the Compromise measures was not the

cUxk* of the contest. Having passed Congress, the iseae
of the statesmen was yet to pas* in review before the
American people. The l'rer/deut staked bit political fiius
and the hope of his Administration upon that issue. AOer
Congress adjourned, and tbe people were called up*n to
pass their judgment on the compromises of I860, what
action did each #f the Southern parties take upon the
question t We hear of the Union party and the State
Rights party. This was but a change ofnam's, sir. The
mass of the YVhige were for sustaining the compromises;
the mass ot the Democrats were opposed to them. Gov.
McDonald was sustained by the great b»lk of the Demo¬
cracy proper; the Whigs voted for Gov. Cobb. The re-

presentatives from Mississippi admit that Quitman was
sustained by the mass of the old Democracy, while the
mass of the Whig party sustained the Union oandidates.
Iney, too, claim the Compromise measures as Democratic
measures! I imagine, had they b^en left to the tender
mercies of the Democrats of Mississippi, other tenants
would occupy their places upon this floor. The Southern
people know IW11 well that tue Whigs, with singular una-

nimity, sustained the Compromise measures, and every
where endorsed the aetiou of Congrese in passing them.
When they heard complaint of the settlement, or saw a
man who threatened to resist it, or who talked of seces¬
sion, or about disunion, or who branded those who sus¬
tained the Compromise as submissionists, or who carped
at and cavilled with the terms of the adjustment and
tried to foment discontent with the provisions of those
laws, the chances were as a thousand to one such a person
was not a Southern Whig.

I have never attempted to make party capital for elec¬
tioneering purpoees out of the history of the measures re¬
ferred to. I have not desired to appropriate to party uses
a great and noble effort of patriotism, which, by a joint
exertion and influence of representatives of all parties.and
of all sections, snatched the Union from the very jaws of
destruction, and gave renewed hope of the stability and
permanence of that Government under which *we have
been blessed with so much of progress and prosperity.
But when gentlemen on this floor and out of doors under¬
take to claim for the Democratic party the merit of hav¬
ing either devised the compromises of 1860, or of having
passed them by any peculiar influence of their own, and
commend modesty and silence to the Southern Whigs
upon the subject, then I say that the party of the South,
which ww the most united, the firmest, and the most

8"PPort of the measures, was the Southern
Whtg parly. They court no comparisons; but they shrink
from no scrutiny. Their political history will well com¬
pare with the history of any party known in the annals of
the republic. Their ranks exhibit bright and shining
examples of devoted patriotism, of exalted talents, of wise
statesmanship, and of characters which through ages will
form models for future imitation. Their political prin¬
ciples will successfully paBs the examination of history,
whose province it is to scan the philosophy of action, and
to decide upon the good or evil in its tendency.
To add proper and fair facilities to commerce ; to im¬

prove the condition of our own country; to promote the
development of its imtural resources by a wise and bene¬
ficent system of legislation; to ameliorate the condition
by increasing the comforts of the American people ; to
nerve the arm of labor; to encourage art; to protect the
inventions of genius; to sustain the dignity of our own
country at home, by securing to every man his personal
and political rights; to perform scrupulously every na¬
tional obligation, and to vindicate promptly every right
of our own country abroad ; to stand upon our own, and
not on foreign ground ; to cherish and protect the inte¬
grity of the Union, and to frown upon the very dawning
of any Bpirit which would lead to its destruction.these,
sir, constitute the principles, the philosophy, and, permit
me to say, the pride of the Southern Whig.

LITERARY DISCOVERY.
#

A writer in a London periodical, oalled Note* and Que¬
ries, states that Dr. Franklin's first published work,
which has so long eluded all search, and was supposed to
be lost, has at length been discovered. Dr. Franklin in
his autobiography mentions as his first work a pamphlet,
printed in London in 1725, on Liberty and Necessity, Plea-
cure and Pain. It was written when he was oaly eighteen
years old, and was intended as an answer to Wollaston's
Religion ofA ature. Only one hundred copies were print¬
ed; a few of these he gave to his friends, but becoming
dissatisfied with it, and fearing it might do harm, he burnt
all the rest but one. The work has long been supposed
to be lost, no collector of his works having been able to
discover a copy ; it consequently does not appear in Jared
Sparks's very complete edition of his works. Sir James
Mackintosh was long in searoh of it, but was ultimately
compelled to give it up in despair. A Mr. James Crossley
is the fortunate possessor of the recently discovered copy.
It is bound up in a volume of tracts, and came from the
library of the Rev. 8. Harper. Its title is, A Disserta-
twn on Liberty and Neeettity, Pleasure and Pain, in a Letter
to a Friend.

Whatever is, ig in it« cause* just.
Since all things uro bjr fate ; but purblind man
Sees but apart o' th' chain, the nearest link,
HI# eyea uot carrying to the equal beam
That poise*'all above..J/tyden,

It is addressed to Mr. J(ames) R(alph,) and com¬
mences : ««Sir, I have here given you my present thoughts
on the general stale of things in the universe." A verv exten¬
sive topic for a two-penny pamphlet, and a youth of eigh¬
teen The performance, of course, hardly answered the
expectations which such a comprehensive title would na¬
turally excite ; yet the pamphlet is said to display consi¬
derable acuteness. The reasoning, in his mature years,
he considered inconclusive, and wrote a pamphlet on the
other side; but it was never published, and is probably
not now extant..Cincinnati Gazette.

Ij00king-Glasses for Birds..A correspondent
of the Gardener's Chronicle says :

following plan is perfectly efficacious for scaring
birds from fruit and other produce. One of my servants
having by chance broken a looking-glass, it o«curred to
me that the broken pieces, suspended by a string, so as
to turn freely in every direction, would give the appear¬
ance of something moving about, which would alarm the
birds. I accordingly tried the plan, and found that no
bird, not even the most fool-hardy of them, flare come
near. They had attacked my peas; on suspending a few
bits of the looking-glass amongst them the marauders
left the place. The tomtits attacked my seckle pears, to
which they seem very partial. A bit of looking-glass
suspended in front of the tree put a stop to the mischief.
My grapes were then much damaged, before they were
ripe, by thrushes and starlings; a piece of looking-glass
drove these away, and not a grape was touched after¬
wards. I had before tried many plans, but never found
any so effectual as the above."

Railroad Accidents..During the past year ninety
persons were killed and forty-nine seriously injured by
casualties on the various railroads within the bounds of
our State.in all one hundred and thirty-nine. On the
Erie railroad the accidents are not as frequent ns on the
central line of railroads. In support of this, look at the
official report of casualties for 1861:

« j *». . . .
Killed. Wounded.

Hudson River Railroad... 174
'Albany and Schenectady Raifroad... 2."."!"l
Utica and Schenectady Railroad 4 0 .

Syracuse and Utica Railroad 0 ...A
Rochester and Syracuse Railroad.... 10 10
Buffalo and Rochester Railroad 10 8

.ToUl .'.¦4® 22.In all, 71
Erie Railroad . f2 21.In all. 43
Thus, of the two parnllel lines of railroad from New York

to Lake Erie, nearly equal in length, the number killed
on the central line during 1861 was nearly double that of
those who lost their lives on the Erie..Express.
An extraordinary scene occurred lately at the church

of St. Roch, at Paris. A crowded congregation was
drawn by the announcement of a sermon from the cele¬
brated pulpit-orator, Mr. Dppahloup, Bishop of Orleans.
Another prelate, the Bishop of Actun, about to officiate
at the main altar, was solemnly approaching, followed by
some of the clergy, when a well-dressed man pushed
through the throng, slapped the cheeks of the prelate,
snatefced his calotte or half cap from the crown of the
head, and then performed the same feats with the Vicar-
Genera' immediately behind. Judge of the astonishment
of the clcrical procession and the bystanders! The
Bishop, thus handled, betrayed no emotion of anger but
proceeded sedately to the altar; the Vicar-General'was
as little moved; his nature is known to be so meek and
benign that the keenest indignation became general at
his treatment. The transgressor *as quickly consigned
to police officers. It i, stated that, on examination at .

the Prefecture, he was found to be insane.

The late Mrs. Wark, of Frankfort. Kentucky,"^ her ;
will, emancipated all her slaves.thirty in number -and
purchased for then, thirteen hundred acres of good land
in Ohio Iving on the Miami Canal. Twenty-seven of these
liberated blanks arrived at Cincinnati last week, in charge
of the executor of the estate of their late mistress, and*
after purchasing stores and agricultural implements, de¬
parted for their new home
The Burlington (N. J.) Gaxette states that a curious

instance of the recovery of lost property oocurred in that
place last week. In 1829 a lady lost some silver spoons,
and subsequently the family removed, but returned to
their residence last winter. The gardener last week
while 'figging in the garden turned up tbe spoons, which,
though black and oorrodtd, were recognised to be the same.


